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that group and individual health insur-
ance coverage and group health plans 
provide coverage for a minimum hos-
pital stay for mastectomies and lymph 
node dissections performed for the 
treatment of breast cancer. 

S. 1741 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
BENNETT) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1741, a bill to provide a site for the 
National Women’s History Museum in 
the District of Columbia. 

S. 1774 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. JEFFORDS) and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1774, a bill to repeal the 
sunset provisions in the Undetectable 
Firearms Act of 1988. 

S. 1778 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
STEVENS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1778, a bill to authorize a land con-
veyance between the United State and 
the City of Craig, Alaska, and for other 
purposes. 

S. RES. 250 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 250, a resolution commending the 
people and Government of Romania, on 
the occasion of the visit of Romanian 
President Ion Iliescu to the United 
States, for the important progress they 
have made with respect to economic 
reform and democratic development, as 
well as for the strong relationship be-
tween Romania and the United States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1939 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. DOMENICI) and the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. HARKIN) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 1939 pro-
posed to H.R. 2989, a bill making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Transportation and Treasury, and inde-
pendent agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2004, and for 
other purposes.
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 
Mr. HARKIN, Mr. NELSON of 
Florida, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. 
LOTT): 

S. 1785. A bill to authorize the oper-
ation of National Guard counterdrug 
schools; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
every day, police officers from depart-
ments of all sizes spend their days try-
ing to make sure the people under their 
protection have a safe and secure place 
to live, work, and play. But those who 
wish to break our laws don’t make this 
an easy task. The tactics, threats, and 
information available to the modern 
criminal continue to grow. Just as de-
velopments in technology, transpor-
tation, and communications have cre-

ated new opportunities for businesses 
to enter new markets, develop new 
products, and discover new efficiencies, 
crooks have taken advantage of these 
same developments to further their 
personal desires. 

Law enforcement has a responsibility 
to stay abreast of the latest develop-
ments, and this means learning the lat-
est technologies and techniques used 
by criminals, as well as understanding 
and being able to effectively deploy 
countermeasures that have been devel-
oped. Staying on top of the game de-
mands learning new techniques, under-
standing new technologies, and em-
ploying new tactics to counter the lat-
est criminal scam. 

The challenge, then, is in identifying 
where this training should come from. 
Most citizens expect cops to learn 
many of these skills on the job—you 
never see the detectives on ‘‘NYPD 
Blue’’ or in ‘‘Law and Order’’ take 
classes to improve their skills. But the 
truth of the matter is what while on 
the job training is an essential part of 
any law enforcement organization, ad-
ditional schooling is also increasingly 
prevalent and necessary. Some depart-
ments have funds in their budgets to 
bring in outside experts to provide 
training. Some depend upon classes of-
fered by State governments. But for a 
vast number of departments, particu-
larly those serving smaller, rural popu-
lations, the only training opportunities 
available are offered by the National 
Guard. 

Operating under the authority of 
Title 32, United States Code, Section 
112, the National Guard actively sup-
ports local, State, and Federal law en-
forcement agencies and community 
based anti-drug coalitions. Over the 
past several years, the Guard has sup-
ported the establishment of five 
Counterdrug schools which facilitate 
valuable training for State and local 
law enforcement agencies. These 
schools are dedicated to teaching 
counterdrug-related skills to State and 
local law enforcement agencies and 
community-based organizations. The 
classes range from specialties such as 
how best to search a loaded semi trac-
tor-trailer for narcotics to generally 
applicable classes on interviewing or 
surveillance techniques. They provide 
training to thousands of officers each 
year who would otherwise not be able 
to receive it for a lack of resources. 

These schools, located in Pennsyl-
vania, Florida, Iowa, Mississippi, and 
California, but serving law enforce-
ment officers throughout the United 
States, have proved their effectiveness 
in developing training and educational 
opportunities for local law enforce-
ment officials—opportunities that 
would not otherwise exist. The schools 
fill a need readily apparent in con-
versations with State and local law en-
forcement officers. The National Guard 
Counterdrug schools represent one of 
the few opportunities available to 
State and local law enforcement offi-
cers to improve the skills they need to 

be as effective as possible in maintain-
ing the peace. 

But in addition to law enforcement, 
community-based organizations also 
receive valuable training from the Na-
tional Guard Schools, which allows 
them to be much more effective in 
their efforts. Almost any law enforce-
ment officer will tell you that they 
would rather have a successful preven-
tion effort, a way to convince kids that 
crime really doesn’t pay, rather than 
having these kids begin a life of crime. 
Organized, motivated, effective com-
munity coalitions are a central, bipar-
tisan component of our nation’s drug 
demand reduction strategy. 

The challenge the schools face is one 
of funding. They have been funded to 
date by Sate Plans funds from the De-
fense department and line items from 
Congress. The funding to each school 
has varied from year to year, making it 
exceedingly difficult for the schools 
and the law enforcement agencies they 
serve to know how many of what class-
es will be offered. And while I do not 
believe this should be an issue, there 
have been some questions raised as to 
whether the operation of these schools 
should be conducted by the Guard. 

Today I am pleased to be joined by 
Senators HARKIN, COCHRAN, and NELSON 
in introducing legislation that address-
es these challenges. This legislation 
will formally authorize the five 
schools, and create a separate budget 
account for the schools. The establish-
ment of a single account for all five 
Counterdrug schools will stabilize the 
funding for the schools so they can 
more efficiently and effectively plan, 
manage, and execute training for the 
law enforcement officers and the com-
munities they serve. 

In addition, a single line item sup-
porting these schools will relieve the 
need for each school having to depend 
upon a Congressional line item for 
funding for their activities. It will pro-
vide easier management, oversight, and 
the establishment of performance ex-
pectations of the Schools by both the 
National Guard and Congress. With 
better oversight, management, and cre-
ating a regular funding stream, the 
schools will be able to better serve the 
training needs of state and local law 
enforcement.
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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 1965. Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and 
Mr. LEAHY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2800, making appropriations for foreign oper-
ations, export financing, and related pro-
grams for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2004, and for other purposes. 

SA 1966. Mr. DEWINE (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
DASCHLE, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. GRAHAM of South 
Carolina, and Mr. ALEXANDER) proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2800, supra. 

SA 1967. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2800, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.
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